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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims l-U are pending. Claims 7-10 are rejected under 35 USC §112, 
second paragraph. In cl aim 7 , Une 4 there is no antecedent basis for "said first and second 
doors" as no first door has been set forth. Claim 7 is hereby amended to introduce the 
fiistdoor. 

aaims 1-3 a« rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1102(b) as being anticipatedby Saito 
'651. aaims 1-6 and 11 aie rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l02(b) as being anticipated by 
Palma '943. adms 1 and 4 are amended to add the limitation that the at least one cam 
selectively interacts with the wiper at aii intennediate location along the range of 
reciprocation of the wiper motion. Claim 4 is also amended to clarify that the fust and 
second surfaces are •Nripeable". Tbi8issupportedbytheF.gures2.3,4and5. This is 
unlike saito whete the lifting occurs at the e«i of the wiper motion. With the cam at an 
intermediate location, this means that wiping must continue on the other side of cam. 
«,likc Saito. IS^S^ the blade is lifted off the glass at the end of the range, 
during the parklii^ir^ to the last sentence of the Abstract where the wi^^ 
«oved off the window pane and overaweather seal and does not contmtie wiping motion 

ortoasecondwipingsurfaceasrequiredbyclaim 11. This amendment to claim 1 is 
believed to render both § 102(b) rejections moot and Applicants request that the rejecuon 
be withdrawn. 

Claims 7-10 would be allowable if lewritten to overcome the §1 12 rejection 
and to include aU the Umitations of base and intwvening claims. Claims 7-10 are 
rewritten as suggested and introduced as newly added claims 12-15. 

In view of this Amendment and RemarJcs. Applicants lespectfully submit that 
the Application with claims 1-15. is in condition for Allowance. 

RespectfuUy submitted, ^^^/, 

Laura C. Hargitt, Attomey ^ . 
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